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REFERENCE; POLTQ 1 633 



^S^I^rKfe^W^JSN A ™° N DECEMBER ,0 
« PRESS VIEWS BEFORE THO^'of rZVo^Tf- ^W° 

MEE -I'l*IG..'.IHOUQHaitaEST.SHQur n £r c?~ CE ' N MIN 'STERIAL 
BLACKMAIL, SHOULp NOT T^ SO n v m^ * flA1NaT RUSSI * N •-• - 
SHOULD OFFER CONSTRUCT i VE PROpSI, ""J™* STAND BUT 
(^OLTO , 599 ) WAS GOOD S TA R n°Gp S ^NT. TH ° UGHT ' S P ™ 

^"oNrS.^r^ 8 ^*^' 1 * — LEGAL 
BELGIUM NOTED THREE POINT^ S COM^nrTT SE A8 *»0NED. 
IMMEDIATE REACTION TO SOVIET NOTE tj^l'Tl 0) MUST BE 
CANNOT BE UNILATERALLY CHANrrn L? NG (A) AGREEMENTS 

WITH DANGEROUS FIRE , Ir) N^O r.i^ , RUSSlAN S PLAYING 
DEMANDS; (2) | F m«r !L A7 ° Fl ™ IN RESISTING SOVIET •■■- 
WHAT HAPPENS, GAN « aCoTd cSn IS?/? , ™ EATENED '" NOTE, 
IS FINAL ANSWER? SUGGESTED PROPoLm^., P*" (3) WAT 
CITY V.ITH ACCESS TO l£ST gSaS^t™ * U BERUN BE ''"EC 
SOVIETS WOULD ACCEPT SUCH PROPO^, T N ° TED RUM0P S 1- 

REGARDED BERLIN SITUATION Tc ?, " ASKE0 "•" GERMANS 

WHOLE GERMAN PROBLEM 'SOLUBLE APART FROM SOLUTION 
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?,-■ POLIO \651, DECEMBER II ., ? PM FROM PARIS 



KRMANY, AFTER NOTING USEFULNESS OK NAC DISCUSSION ASSURED 
NAC QUESTIONS RAISED, ESPECIALLY THOSE BY BELGIUM, VERY 
„*£.. ON MIND OF GERMANS. SPECIAL FOUR POWER «** 

™i:, P S:X S? B^RE™^. TOOVERNME. 
«, tI« ASSURED NAC CHANCELLOR IN RECENT STATEMENT HAD 
, G r M r ANT BFR1 IN PROBLEM SHOULD BE SETTLED OUTSIDE GENERA. 
••OP.^SnBoT INTENDED MERELY POINT OUT THERE WAS 6 MONTH 
\:€*D\. ! NE TOR SOME SETTLEMENT ON BERLIN. 

RAWcr •"■!O..GMT T^REE TYPES PROBLEM INVOLVED, LE UJ PROCEDURAL, 
B S C >s'0U-D REPLY BE NEGATIVE OR POSITIVE ^D COVER BERU N 
A ONE OR GERMANY AS A WHOLE), AND I MMED ! A E WHAT 1 v ^R R ^ ALLS 
*0 l-'S A T CHECK POINTS? WHAT ABOUT AlRLllT? REPLEN ISHMENI 
C STOCKS^ , DID NOT THINK MINISTERIAL MEETING W P ULD PRODULL. 

' NA PEp/y WPCOMED IS DOCUMENT. THOUGHTBERL IN QUESTION 
c.'.2 D BE DEM T WITH IN NATO COMMUNIQUE . THERE SHOULD NEITHER Bt. 
A COUNTERPROPOSAL NOR A FLAT REFUSAL WHICH MIGHT ™ 
SOVIETS TO INCREASE PRESSURE AND STEP UP TIME TABLE 01 ACTION. 



iiK AGREED WITH FRANCE MINISTERIAL MEETING UNLIKELY TO 
PRODUCE I INAL PORTION. SA.D (1) SOVIET PROPOSALS UN- 
AffFPTABLE" (Z) SOVIET POSITION WRONG JURIDICALLY; (3) 

- ABANDON BERLIN. FELT TH . 3 SERIOUS SOVIET MOV 
!N WHICH KHRUSHCHEV PERSONALLY INVOLVED. AGREED WEST MUSI 
nr 1- ibm ri.t ai SO DEVEIOP POSITIVE APPROACH. THIS EASY TO 5A . 
,' R f ; DEVELOP FOREIGN OFFICE FELT REPLY SHOULD MEET 
B .V,.- D ;'' ',"'• ., SHOULD NOT PUT US IN DISADVANTAGEOUS MILITAR. 
L'^"r nE 1 • soilETS ACCFPT (2) SHOULD APPEAL TO PUBLIC OPINION 
0- S G S N S A» BE^S (3) SHOULD ^%™-V>HfO PUBLIC 
c PINION" (M) SHOULD BE DIFFICULT FOR SOVIETS TO REfUoE 

D SL%S (I) SHOULD CONTAIN El EMENT OF NOVELTY RE IS 
PAP-P THOUGHT FIRST FOUR PARAGRAPHS GOOD BUT HAD DOUBTS 
UN H FT' .PARAGRAPH. FELT THERE SHOULD BE NO INTERIM RFPI : 
SINCE THIS 



Could encourage further communication prom sovi 
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, Z WELCOMED NATO DISCUSS 
k PARAGRAPHS OF IS PAPER 
)\}\D BE DRAFTED BY TIME OF 



L*.. 



ON AND AGREED WITH JK THAT FIRST 
GOOD. AGREED NO FINALY REPLY 
MINISTERIAL MEETING. 



NATO 



EXPRESSED 



CONFIDENTIAL 



• v!3 



.$<:J 



I ' A m >*^\r MAI*.- i* ^"— '■' j i 



CONFIDENTIAL 

-3- POLTO 165I, DECEMBER 11, 9 PM FROM PARIS 

EXPRESSED SOME DOUBT RE ADVISABILITY. THOUGHT MINISTERIAL 
MEETING SHOULD RESULT IN FIRM YET CONSTRUCT! VE STATEMENT OF 
PRINCIPLE ON BERLIN. THEN READ SUMMARY KHRUSHCHEV-HUMPHREY . 
CONVERSATIONS (TOPOL 1 952) TO VERY ATTENTIVE COUNCIL., 

DENMARK AGREED SOVIET PROPOSALS UNACCEPTABLE AND THOUGHT WOUL 
BE WISER NOT HAVE FIRM REPLY DRAFTED BY MINISTERIAL MEETING. 
SUGGESTED THERE BE STATEMENT BY THREE POWERS WHO HAD 
RIGHTS IN BERLIN, SUPPORTED BY NATO. 

CANADA WELCOMED THIS TYPE DISCUSSION IN NAC. HOPED FOUR 
POWERS WOULD MAKE NO STATEMENT BEFORE MINISTERIAL MEETING 
AND THAT FORMULA WOULD BE FOUND TO SAY FOUR POWERS 
CONCERWED WOULD CONTINUE TO CONSULT OTHER NINE COUNTRIES. 

SPAAK CONCLUDED DISCUSSION BY STRESSING ALL NATO COUNTRIES 
HAD POLITICAL RESPONSIBILITY IN THIS MATTER, THOUGHTTHE 
RESPONSIBILITY OF FOUR IS A SPECIAL ONE. COMMUNIQUE' 
WILL BE DIFFICULT DRAFT BUT MUST MAKE CLEAR TO WEST AND 
SOVIETS LINE BEYOND WHICH WE CANNOT GO, THUS MEETING 
ESSENTIAL NEED TO LEAVE LINE OF RETREAT FOR RUSSIANS, 
VERY IMPORTANT THAT WESTERN PUBLIC OPINION MUST UNDERSTAND 
IF WE ABANDON BERLIN AND ITS 2 AND A HALF MILLION PEOPLE, 
IT WILL BE BEGINNING PIECEMEAL ADVANCE BY SOVIET 
POWER AKIN TO WAY HITLER OPERATED. STRESSED THAT COMPARISON 
BETWEEN SIMILARITY OF SOVIET OPERATIONS AND THOSE OF 
HITLER WOULD APPEAL PARTICULARLY TO WESTERN OPINION. 
WE MUST BE CLEAR IN WHAT WE MEAN BY BEING FIRM BUT MUST 
NOT GET IN POSITION OF MAKING WAR TO PREVENT RUSSIANS 
FROM LEAVING BERLIN. THOUGHT WE WOULD BE FACED EVENTUALLY 
WITH PROBLEM DEALING IN SOME MANNER WITH GDR. THOUGHT 
IF SOVIETS SUGGESTED SETTLING BERLIN QUESTION ALONE WE 
SHOULD TELL THEM THEY CAN'T EXPECT US ABANDON BERLIN 
EXCEPT IN CONTEXT SETTLEMENT GERMAN PROBLEM AS WHOLE. 
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